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| Dr. STEBBING. 


STR, 


Once more ſtep forth to do juſtice to 
myſelf: And by that, I apprehend, I 
i ſhall likewiſe do justice to the Writers 
of the New Teſtament, and particularly to 
St. Paul, whom you appear, to me, to 
have miſrepreſented, Truth is, or ought to 
be, the only thing we aim at; which, as it 
is beſt recommended by good-nature and 
calm diſpaſſionate reaſoning, ſo it requires 
an open and frank defence, equally diſtant 
from fattery as from inſalence : I intend 
therefore, in the whole of this addreſs, to 
B treat 
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treat you with an honeſt freedom, but yet 
with deceney. Let me only put you in mind 
of one thing, which is this, that if I ſhall 
chance to uſe ſome of your particular phraſes 
for the ſake of making an innocent experi- 
ment, how they will become another pen, 
and ſuit both ſides of a queſtion, you can 
have no juſt ground to complain; becauſe 
if they diſpleaſe in the copy, they cannot ſtand 
rightly in the original. For my ſelf, and ſo 
far as concerns my cen ſtile and manner of 
writing, I ſhall carefully avoid captiouſnels 
and petulance, dictatorial airs, and academic 
pertneſs and puerility. 
You are pleas'd to begin in the common 
Strain of Controverſy, and tell me, that my 
Sermon upon HERESY has given great ani 
juſt offence. You ought not, Sir, to have 
ſaid juſt offence, till you had ſhewn, that 
there were ſufficient grounds for it: — T 
a point ſtill to be determined. But if it hs 
unfortunately given great offence, tho' it was 
compos'd and publiſh'd with kinder and 
better views, ſo has your Letter on here); 
nay, which is more, truth itſelf, the moſt 
important and uſeful truth, has given # 
great and frequent offence, as ever error did, 
I ſhould not have expected, therefore, that 
a 
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a Gentleman of your character would have A 
condeſcended to uſe one of the moſt trite li 
as well as the /owef,, arts of a diſputant ; which 
can only be calculated to amuſe the ignorant 
with unmeaning ſounds, or to engage the 
| paſſions of the reader, and thereby e 
and blind his zudgment. 
E However, leſt any ſhould be influenc'd 
by ſuch groundleſs infinuations ; leſt any 
E ſhould imagine, that my notion of Hereſy 
vas intended to undermine the Eſtabliſhed 
l Church, and, on that account, mult give 
Jad offence to every good Churchman ; I ſhall 
produce a few paſſages, out of ſome of the 
gtcateſt writers the church of England could 
exer boaſt of, in which the ſame ſentiments 
are diſtinctly and fully expreſs'd. 
I begin with Mr. Chillingworth, who, in 
Ja letter to a friend of his, that was per- 
| verted to Popery, has this very ſtrong and 
remarkable ſentence : © If you think me an 
Heretic, and therefore to be avoided, 
* you mult prove me to be auroraTaxpiroy, 
* condemn'd by mine ewn judgment, which I 
* know I am not, and therefore think ycu 
* cannot*,” Again, He that believes the 
* Scripture /incerely, and endeavours to be- 
B 2 « lieye 


Letter to Lew ger. 
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< lieve it in the true ſenſe, cannot poſſibly 
© bean Heretic*,” —Biſhop Taylor, ſpeak- 
ing of the error of thoſe, who did beartih 
believe in Chrift, and yet moſt violently re- 
tain Circumci/ion, expreſſes himſelf thus: 
“ So long as it ſtood with Charity, and 
* without human ends, and ſecular intereſts, 


* ſo long it was either innocent, or Con- a 
« niv dat; but when they grew covetous, and ti 
« for filthy lucre's fake taught the ſame doc- n 
* trine, which others did in the ſimplicity R 
* of their hearts, then they turn'd Here- P 
« tics, — and Titus was commanded to V 


6 look to them, and to filence them. 
« For Hereſy is not an error of the under- e 
« Randing, but an error of the will —If a ti 
«© man's error be not voluntary, and part of 
an ill life, then becauſe he lives a good 7: 
e life, he is a good man, and therefore no u 
Heretic: No man is an Heretic againſt re 
his will +,” Mr. Hales of Eaton ſays, 2 
that © Hereſy is an act of the vil, not of t! 
<«« reaſon, and is indeed a ye, not a miſtake; WM © 
< elſe, how could that known ſpeech of 8. a; 
« Auſtin go for true, Errare poſſum, He-W i 
t reticus effe nolp? Indeed Manicheiſm, Va- y. 
« lentiniani/, 


# 


A 


c 


* 


* Preface to the Author of Charity maintain d, the laſt 
+ Liberty of P:opneſying, 8vo. p. 30, 38. . 
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ce lentimiantſm, Marcioniſin, Mahometaniſm 
« are truly and properly Herefies ; For we 
« know that the Authors of them received 
them not, but inted them themſelves z 
« and fo XNEW what they taught to be a 
« lye *.“ - This great man having men- 
tioned a paſſage from St. Auſtin, I ſhall add 
another, containing exactly the ſame deſcrip- 
tion of a Heretic as I have given in my Ser- 
mon: Hareticus eft, qui alicujus TRMPO- 
RALIS COMMoDI, & maxime GLORIE, 
PRINCIPATUsque ſui gratid, falſas ac no- 
vas opiniones vel gignit vel ſequitur. Ille au- 
tem, qui hnjuſmodi homintbus credit, homo 
eſt imaginatione quadam veritatis, ac pieta- 
tis illuſus +, 

cite theſe paſſages, Sir, not as @uthori- 
ties to determine the point in debate between 
us; but to filence unreaſonable clamour, and 


| remove thoſe prejudices, which you, and ſuch 


writers as you are, induſtriouſly infuſe into 
the minds of the people, to diſcredit every 
one that aſſerts and vindicates their liberties, 
againſt oppreſſive claims and arbitrary impo- 
htions. And I can very contentedly bear 


= your hardeſt cenſures, for maintaining what 


I 


* 'Tra& concerning Schiſm. 
+ De Utilitate credendi, Cap. 1. 
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I think to be the truth, in company with 
that orthodox Father St. Auſtin, the ſcourge 
of Heretics; and with the 1NCOMPARA- 
BLE Mr. Chillingworth, the EvER-MEMo- 
RABLE Mr. Hales of Eaton, and the p1- 
ous and jupicious Bp. Taylor, thoſe bright 
ornaments of the reform'd Religion, and e- 
minent pillars of your own Church.—All 
the Clergy of this character (and I would 
hope their number is not ſmall) who de- 
fend the common cauſe of Proteſtants, and 
are the glory and ſtrength of the Church of 
England, 1 highly honour and reverence; 
but the advocates for ſchemes of Church- 
power, unknown to Chriſtianity, and to 
our Laws and Conſtitution, I ſhall always 
oppoſe ; and would willingly flatter my 
ſelf, that I can't, for this, ſuffer in the eſ- 
teem of the real friends of Religion and Li- 
berty. 

You begin the argumentative part of your 
letter with ſome critical remarks, which are 
allow d not to be very material with reſpect 
to the main controverſy. But yet as you 
ſeem to triumph on having made theſe ob- 
ſervations, and thereby ſhewn how eaſily 
you cou'd defeat ſuch a raſh and inconſide- 
rate writer as I am; I muſt, in mine own 

defence, 
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defence, examine what you have offer'd. 
Let me only put you in mind, Sir, that you 
ought to have been perfectly ſure, before 


you uſed any expreſſions that look like 


boaſting of a v:&ory, that your remarks, on 
points not material, were juſt and unanſwer- 
able ; otherwiſe all arrogant airs are very 
unbecoming, and you muſt have trifled, in 
a manner I care not to deſcribe, with your 
readers time and. patience; — The caſe 
ſtands thus. I had faid, that Hereſy, gene- 
rally, ſignifies no more than a SECT or PARTY 
in Religion; this you admit : But whereas I 
lay likewiſe, that Hereſy, in the New Tefta- 
ment, is moſt commonly uſed in an 1NDIFFE= 
RENT Senſe, and but ſeldom in à BAD one; 
this you affirm to be a great miſtake . And 
in order to prove it ſo, you endeayour to 
ſhew, that in three of the Texts, in which 
{ ſuppoſe the word to be uſed indifferent iy, 


it muſt have a criminal meaning. It appears 


to me, Sir, that you have been very unhappy 


in the choice of two of your examples at 


leaſt ; and I ſubmit it to the public to judge 
between us. 


* The firſt paſſage you mention is 1 Cor. xi. 
= 19. For there muft alſo be Hereſies among 


you, 
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you, that they who are approved may be made 
manifeft, With reſpect to which, I would 
obſerve, that it is a juſt rule, in interpreting 
all writings whatever, not to underſtand 
words in a bad ſenſe, without an evident 
neceſſity, which, it 1s agreed on all hands, 
have a general indefinite meaning. If an Au- 
thor's reaſoning may be fully explain'd with- 
out fixing a had idea on ſuch words, this is 
a demonſtration that they may be taken 7n- 
differently ; and if they may, they muſt : For 
to underſtand them in a bad ſenſe, when 
there is no reaſon for it, and when the iu. 
different ſenſe will do full as well, is build- 
ing entirely upon preſumption and fancy ;— 
tis mere arbitrary interpretation, and againſt 
all good rules cf criticiſm. Upon this foun- 
dation, T attempted to give the meaning of 


St. Paul's words in the follow ing paraphraſe; 
wiz. that conſidering the various tempers f 


men, their different views, paſſions, prejudices, 
their ſelfiſhneſs, ambition, vanity, and the 
like; tas natural to expefF that they would 
divide into parties about Religion, as dell as 
about Politics, and the ciuil affairs liſe: 
And that the providence of God wiſely per- 
mitted this, for the trial of their integrity: 
that the real Friends of truth, perſons of an 

Hon, 
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honeſt inguiſitive and ingenuous temper might 
be made manifeſt ; and diſtinguiſh'd from the 
indolent, careleſs, and inſincere. In this pa- 


j raphraſe the word Party, or Sect, is uſed in 


4 general ſenſe, not confin'd to good or bad 


parties, but including both without diſtinc- 
tion; this you admit, Sir, to be the gene- 
neral ſignification of the term Hereſy : and 
ſince underſtanding the word thus generally 
will compleatly anſwer the end, for which 
St. Paul ſays, there muſt be Herefies ; I can't 
ſce the leaſt ſhew of reaſon for reſtraining 
and limiting the meaning of it. But now 
what have you offer'd in anſwer to this? 
Have you endeavour'd to ſhew that my in- 
terpretation of St. Paul's words cannot be 
the true one ! or have you given another of 
your own, and proved that to be the true 
one? If you had attempted one of theſe at 
leaſt, your remarks wou'd have been much 
more material; but inſtead of this, you 
have done two things, which, as I humbly 


; conceive, are very far from being material. 


16. You have roundly aſſerted, that I have 


= preſſed the text into my ſervice, and that you 
8 muſt needs demand it back again ; if that 


may paſs for an argument. And 2”, you 
: have 
Dr. Stebbing's Leiter, p. 6. 1 
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have put a caſe, that appears, at firſt ſight, 
| to be quite foreign from your purpoſe. Sup- 
i poſe, ſay you *, the Apoſtle had ſaid, (as he 
N | might have ſaid) there muſt be Gluttony and 
. Drunkenneſs among you, that they who are ap- 
proved may be made manifeſt ; wou'd it follow, 
4H that the words, Gluttony and Drunkenneſs, 
were not uſed to expreſs ſomething that was 
i very had? By no means: And, I believe, 
ſcarce any man would argue fo wildly. But 
this pretended Parallel is no more like the 
caſe St. Paul has repreſented, than darkneſs 
is to light: For in order to make ſuch a ſi- 
militude between the two inſtances, as will 
ſupport and juſtify a parity of reaſoning, 
Gluttonyand Drunkenneſs muſt be ſometimes 
uſed in an zndifferent ſenſe, as Hereſy is; 
or Hereſy muſt be always uſed in a bad ſenſe, 
as Gluttony and Drunkenneſs are; both of 
which are falſe, by your own confeſſion. 
| Another Text, which I cited to prove 
| that Hereſy has ſometimes an indifferent 
meaning, is Ads xxvili. 22. As to this 
Sect , [or Hereſy] we know that it is every 
where ſpoken againſt, Upon which you as 
me this queſtion, Do you not conſider, that the 


ſpeech 


® Ibid. + This profeſlion or doctrine of Chriſtianity, 
Dr. Hammond in Loc. 
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ſpeech comes from the mouth of a Fe 
as if this, of it ſelf, was ſufficient to prove, 
that the word is uſed in a criminal ignomi- 
nious ſenſe, Abſurdly again 41 For could no 
man, that was a Few, ſpeak of Chriſtianity 
but with contempt and infamy? If theſe 
had been prejudiced perſecuting Fes, they 
might, perhaps, have uſed the word Hereſy : 
as 4 term of reproach ; but as it is a circum- 1 
ſtance ſtrongly intimated in the hiſtory, | 
that they were honeſt inquirers after truth, | 
and open to conviction, fince they deſired 
to hear from St Paul his thoughts of Chri- 
ſtianity, and what he had to offer in defence 
of it, and appointed a day for that purpoſe 
tis quite unſuitable to their character, and 
the candid diſpoſition they diſcover'd, to 


ſuppoſe they uſed the word in any other 
but an indifferent ſenſe. Your account 
makes theſe Jeus prejudge the cauſe, which, 
the hiſtory tells us, they only came to ex- 
amine, According to the hiſtory, they were 
not determin'd whether to reject or embrace 
Chriſtianity ; they look'd upon it as a Re- 
ligion that might be true, for any thing 
that, then, appear'd to them to the contrary ; 
and yet you imagine, that they condemn'd 
C 2 it 

Dr. Stebbing's Letter, p. 7. + P. 7. | 
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it abſolutely, and ſpake of it in diſreſpectful 
and opprobrious terms, when the very point 
they were ſollicitous to be reſolv'd in was 
this, whether it was of Divine original. 
Every one muſt fee that this is extremely 
improbable. 
I left Acts xxiv. 5. to be laſt conſider'd; 
becauſe, tho' the remarks you have made 
ſhould not hold good, I will grant you have 
ofter'd ſomething f lauſible; ſomething that 
a haſty writer might run away with, and a 
ſuper ficial inattentive reader may think de- 
ciſtve. In this pe Tage St. Paul is ſtiled a 
ring-leader of the Sect [or Hereſy] of the 
Nazalenes; and becauſe Tertullus, the Ro- 
man Orator, ſaid this, when he was accu- 
ſing him before Felix, you contend, that 
the word Here/y muſt have a criminal re- 
proachful meaning x. 
If I ſhouldallow this, it would be nothing 
to the main purpoſe of our argument ; be- 
cauſe you expreſſly acknowledge the point 
J was endeayouring to prove, vis, That 
Hereſy, in the general notion of it, fignifies 
29 name, than a Sect, or Party, indefinitely. 
But, Sir, a great deal may be ſaid to ſhew, 
that Tertullus, in this place, might uſe 5 
Word 
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word only in a general indefinite way, and 
that his pleading againſt St. Paul does, by 
no means, certainly infer the contrary, Suf- 
fer me to illuſtrate the matter by a parallel, 
taken from the uſe of the word Party in our 
own language; which anſwers pretty exact- 
ly to the general notion of Sea among the 


| Romans, and aipeots among the Greeks.—— 
= Suppoſe, then, that, at the Trial of A/ger- 


nan Sidney, one of the Council, employ'd a- 


E 22inſt him, had charged him with being 4 
ugleader of the Republican Party; wou'd 
| any one have been ſo weak as to aſſert, that 
4 the word Party varied from its common ſig- 
E :ification, and was to be underſtood in a 
Lad ſenſe? The whole phraſe, I allow, would 
© have been intended reproachfully, but the 
word party might ſtill retain its general and 
E uſual meaning. It would not have been the 
deſign of the ſpeaker to blame Sidney for be- 
| longing to a party, but for being of the 


REPUBLICAN party; nor might it be the 
deſign of Tertullus to reproach St. Paul for 
adhering to a Sect, but for being @ ring- 
leader of the Sect of the NAZARENEsS, which 
was charged with edition. So that they are 
the epithets and characters, made uſe of to 


viſtinguiſh the Se or Party, that in both 


- 
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caſes convey all that is criminal and ignomi- 
nious in the idea. — And when the Apoſtle 
ſays, in anſwer to the charge that was 
brought againſt him, After the way, which 
they call Hereſy , ſo worſhip TI the God of 
my fathers ; twill be hard to prove, that he 
meant any thing more than this, that he 
was very improperly repreſented as a Leader 
of a Seck, becauſe he adhered to the ory 
Religion ; believing all things that are writ- 
fen in the Law, and the Prophets. The 
word Se, even in the general notion of it, 
was of too confin'd and narrow a ſignifica- 
tion to be apply'd to his caſe ; fince, as he 
aſſerts in his defence, he was not accus'd for 
maintaining principles that were either new, 
or fingular ; but common principles contain'd 
in the Moſaic and Prophetical writings : Let 
theſe ſame here ſay, if they have found any 
evil doing in me, while I flood before the 
Council; except it be for this one voice, that 
T cried landing among them, Touching the re- 


furrefion of the dead, Tam called in queſtion 


by you this day, In the fame ſtrain his A. 
polggies for himſelf generally run. Thus 
Acts xxvi. 6, 7, 8.—I and, and am judged, 

[not 


® Se, or peculiar way of profeſſion, or religion, (ſee Aa. 
26. 5.) Dr. Hammond. | 


| bound with this chain. 
| theſe obſervations will be thought ſufficient 
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not for the peculiarities of a new profeſſion, 
but] for the hope of the promiſe made of God 


| unto our FATHERS, Unto which promiſe, our 
twelve tribes inſtantly ſerving God, day and 
© night, hope to come: for which hope ſake, 
King Agrippa, I am accusd of the Fews, 
I by. ſhould it be thought a thing incredible 
© coith you, that God ſhould raiſe the dead? 
I continue unto this day——ſaying none other 
| things, than thoſe which the PRoPnETs, and 
8 Moses, did ſay ſhould come, (ver. 22.) And 
again, Chap. xxviii. 19. we are told, that be- 
ing brought to Rome, in conſequence of his 
appeal to Ceſar, and having called the chief 
of the Jews together, he repreſented himſelf 
as a Sufferer for the common cauſe of their 


religion: For the HorE of ISRAEL, I am 
Whether, or no, 


to eſtabliſh the true ſenſe of the paſſages we 
are conſidering, and to ſhew that you are 
miſtaken in your interpretation of them, is, 
as I hinted before, not very material ; be- 
cauſe they are allow'd not to affect the grand 
point in debate.—But if I was inclin'd to 
imitate your Stile, I could eaſily tell you, 
and with, at leaſt, a ſpecious appearance of 
truth; that you are, by much, too conci/e in 

| your 
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your criticiſms, and too qui and E 
tory in your concluſions. 

But in order to ſhew, that what I have 
ſaid, about the indifferent uſe of the word 
hereſy in the New Teſtament, will not ſup- 
port the deſcription I have given of a He- 
retic, you have oblig'd the world with this 
notable obſervation * That © tho' ales, in 
ce the general notion of it, ſignifies a ſect inal- 
ce finitely, yet a iperiuss [a Heretic] is evermore 
* pinn'd down to a bad ſenſe, as every com- 
% mon ENGL1$H reader knows.”---But what 
is it, Sir, that every common ENGLISH rea- 
der knows? Does he know, without 


underſtanding any thing of GREE, that 7 
the GREEK word &ipeTixos is ever more pinn'd : 
down to a bad ſenſe ? or becauſe he finds, that ri 
the word Heretic always carries with it 4 0 
charge of error in our language, is he ure, - 
that the word aiperixz2s mult always have a ” 
bad meaning in Greek writers? Does every - 
common ENGL1$H reader know, by the ore 
fame rule, that becauſe the word Bi/b9, WM ti. 
among us, ſignifies a Dioceſan Biſhop, there- — 
fore erioxoros can't denote, in general, an 71 
overſeer ; as it is render'd Ads xx. 28. bY Bil :., 
our own tranſlators? or becauſe the word ;- 
x - «churd) ther 

fe. 
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ap- church is evermore pinn'd down to a good 

ſenſe; can it be inferr'd from hence, that 
ave AA does not ſignify an aſſembly inde- 
ord MW finitely *? Or finally, can a common Engli/h 
up- reader, or any reader, know, that becauſe 
He- aper is never uſed but once in the New 
this Teſtament, and then *tis in a bad ſenſe, it 
in could never have been uſed, on a proper oc- 


caſion, in an zndifferent ſenſe ; tho aipesis, 
from whence it is deriv'd, is confeſs'd to 


10re 
om- have an indifferent meaning; and the indif- 
chat Ferent uſe of aipeorapy;O. + [an Herefiarch] 


a 


_— 
i 


out * 42s xix. 39. wv Th K, Exxandiay in a lawful afſem- 

D bly ——vwer. 32. jv 3® i ia Tvy Key vin, for the af- 

that WG Ish, ua confuſed. ver. 40. £74\vGs THY u,, 

td be diſmiſs'g, or diſſolv'd, the Seng ——-[In the firſt of 

nn theſe paſlages, the ſame word, which, at other times, is 

that rightly tranſlated church, ſignifies a civil aſſembly; and in 
, the two laſt, an irregular and riotous aſſembly. | 

it 4 f Vide Simplic. in OW. ad predicament. Ariſtot. & 

Ammen in Schol. ad Categor. (citat. a Menag. in Not. ad 

(ure, Diog. Laert. vol. 2. p. 10. Segm. 17.) & Sext. Empiric. p. 198. 

7. The reader may, perhaps, be pleas'd to ſee a ſhort 

e 1 account of the uſe of the word 7 ts [hereſy] in Greek 

very writers. It is of a middle nature, and ſignifies the embra- 

cing any particular ſet of opinions, either good or bad. Di- 

the ogenes Laertius ſays, the antient moraliſts were diſtinguiſh'd 

no ten aptceg, or Sefs. And a little after ſpeaking of 

oh, the Pyrrhoniſis he ſays, ſome allow them to be &1pzou, 3 

here- hereſy, or ſect, and others not, according to their different 

notion of that word. Which ſome defin'd to be 7 A 

|, an * a T6 gavopevey £ronub3srar, þ Sorzray dxonebay 


that which follows a Certain Scheme according to the appea · 
rance of things, or vhich ſeems to follow it. But others 
—TPOTKAIO1: $y Say pas, &£x0abiay II The — 4 
hay 4 fet of decrees [or doctrines] conſequent upon one aner 
ther. roem. Segm. 20.) To which latter definition Clemens 
Fexengrings adds, — and tending to happineſs of life (7&8 
0 5 | 9.75 CHIP: 7 


i” ; 
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a word of a much ſtronger ſenſe than ape. 
vines [a Heretic] frequently occurs in Gree 
Authors? Where, I ast, do you find thi; 
CONSEQUENCE ?——1 challenge the beſt Logi- 
cian upon earth to draw ſuch a concluſion from 
fuch premiſes *, ; 
| I muſt attend you, Sir, in one minute 
obſervation more. You tell me (p. 11.) that 
| begin very unfortunately ; and then throw 
| ö away a great deal of pointed ſinartneſi on a 
| miſtake of your own, for two or three pages 
together. My words are. theſe, a Heretic 
is turn d afide from the true faith, he enter- 
tains wrong ſentiments of Chriſtianity. Upon 
this you, a grave Doctor of Divinity, have 
4 been pleas'd to /ftep forth, and ſay — Hon, 
* Sir, is a heretic one, that eſpouſes a falſe 
Doctrine, knowing it to be ſuch; and is be 
one too, who is turn d aſide from the true faith, 
and 


T tv Ziv ovy7u$0u- Strom. L. viii. And thus Czc9 

. uſes the word herefis in ſpeaking of Cato, when he lays, 
(Paradox. 1.)—In ca eſt hæreſi, quæ nullum ſequitur florem 
orationis— meaning the ſect or hereſy of the Storcks. 

The word ajesnxe; is ſeldom to be met with, except in 
eccleſiaſtical writers. But Suidas, applying it to Philoſophers, 
uſes it in the ſame indifferent ſenſe with ape. For de- 

ſcribing the Pyrrhoniſ?s (in voce Ilvppovetor) he calls them 
En ( Heretics] who, embracing the opinions of 
- Pyrrho, were ſo called from their maſter. In the New 
„Teſlament this word is uſed but once, and that in an i 
. ſenſe; but if there had been any occaſion for introducing it 
thus, no good reaſon can be aſſign'd, why it might not have 
den us'd (as it is by Suidas) in an indifcrent ſenſe. 

3 v DF. Stebbing's Let er, p. 10. : 1 
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p6- and entertains wrong ſentiments of Chriftia- 
eek nity? You ſay that nobody 7s a Heretic in 
this St. Paul's ſenſe, but he who knowingly ef 
gi- pouſes a falſe doctrine. And is it poſſible then 
"OM to be true, that he ſhould be à heretic who 


© entertains wrong ſentiments? You tell us 
ute WW yourſelf, it cannot be If I have told you, 
E Sir, that it cannot be, upon what principles 
of juſtice or candour, upon what grounds of 
frobability, or by what rule of interpretation, 


iges could you imagine what you have play d 
etic with, and endeavour'd to expoſe, to be 
ter- my real meaning! The expreſſion you 
pon E have carp'd at, I allow to be znaccurate 
ave but this I inſiſt upon, that the /ex/ſe of it 
2 could hardly have been miſtaken, if there 
ae had been a deſign to underſtand my mean- 
5 be ing, and not an inclination to miſrepreſent 
uth, it: For in a bort diſcourſe, wrote on pur- 
and poſe to prove This point, which is kept in 
[oa view throughout the whole of it, vig. That 
lorem Heretic is one who efſpouſes a falſe doctrine, 
5 knowing it to be ſuch, and does not believe 
my the principles he maintains and propagates ; 
them tis ſcarce poſſible that I ſhould IN TEN D to 
"New lay, that he really believes the ſentiments 
27 1 he profeſſes; or, conſequently, that en- 
t have iertaining wrong ſentiments of Cbhriſtianity 


D 2 ſhould 
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ſhould have any other ſenſe in the mind of 
the Writer but this, maintainins DoFrines 
contrary to Chriſtianity. And you, Sir, will 
find it more difficult to excuſe yourſelf for ca- 
villing at a phraſe, the true intent of which 
is obvious to all I fay you, who have gi. 
ven a ſpecimen of your Ingenuity in finding 
out indirect and remote ſenſes (they are yout 
own Epithets) for an Author, in the inſtance 
of dguroxatdixpiros. However, was I inclin'd 
obſtinately to defend every thing I have ad- 
vanced, I might fay, that by Sentiments, ot 
Nolions, may be underſtood Principles ;—by 
falſe Sentiments of Chriſtianity, falſe Notzons, 
or Principles, relating to Chriſtianity ;—and 
that, without departing entirely from the 
known uſe of words, a man may be faid to 
entertain, or give entertainment to, Notions 
which he does not believe, to promote ſome 
finiſter views. However, I allow an H- 
accuracy. 

I thall make no farther remarks on the 
triumphs you have rais'd, on ſo weak and 
lender a foundation: They are below the 
Dignity of reaſoning, and ill ſuit the impor- 
tance of a ſerious Argument. Only, Sir, 
you muſt now ſee, that the Confuſion and 
Selff-rentradiftion from which you ſo chart 

tably 


; 

n 

1 

0 

A 

_— 
wy 

/ 

> 


ALTEN 70 Dr. Stebbing. 21 


tably offer to releaſe me, is entirely a fiction 
and creature of your own ; and you ought 
both to ſee, and acknwledge, that you have 


ca- © perverted my words to ſuch a meaning; as 
ich in a fair Conſtruction, and conſidering the 
gi. avoweD deſign of my whole diſcourſe on 
ing Hereſy, they are not capable of.— - But 


you are too haſty to weigh things with coolneſs*, 
nce | You have detain'd me too long; Sir, on 


points of little moment, which having now 
diſpatch'd, I proceed to defend my notion 
ot of Hereſy, and ſhew the ſcriptural founda- 
-by {+ tion on which it ſtands. It is chiefly built 
ons; on theſe words of St. Paul (Tit. iii. 10, 11.) 
and 4 man that is a Heretic, after the firſt and 
the | fecond admonition, rejett : knowing; that he is 
d to | ſuch as is 's ſubverted, and finneth,being condemn'd 
* if himfelf.——As the Heretic's Character is 
here deſcrib'd, it conſiſts of three branches, 
I. 1*. He is ſubverted, or turned aft de from the 
true faith. zh. He ſinneth; i. e. main- 
the WW tains dbkrrines contrary to Chriſtianity vwil- 
and ah, or with an ill intention. 3% He 1s 
the AuloxaTexpirO., one condemn'd by his own 
por- Judgment; one who knowingly efpouſes a faiſe 
Sir, WW 4:rine ; one who is inſincere in bis profeſſion ; 
and maintains and ſupports the intereſt of a 


7 action=——againft the ſenſe of his own mind, 
* Dr: Stebbing s Letter, p. 26. a nd 
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22 L LETTER to Dr. Stebbing. 
and the dictates of his reaſon and conſcience, 
——etther from a principle of vanity, and ty 
make himſelf Conſiderable as the Head and 
Leader of a Sect, or to advance his temporal 
Tnterefl. Concerning the firſt of theſe, his 
being ſubverted, or turned aſide from the true 
faith, there is no diſpute between us.—— 
The two laſt branches I have attempted 
to prove diftin&ly, following the order my 
text preſcribes, in which the Heretic's Cha- 
racter riſes gradually. 

And 1*, that a Heretic errs w://ully, This, 
and This only, I have endeavour'd to prove 
from theſe words of St. Paul, He /inneth, 
And I ſtill think the inference to be juſt and 
natural; becauſe Errors of the Underſtand- 
Ing, conſider d in themſelves, are not crimi- 
nal; and becauſe all Moral Evil depends on 
the Error and Obliquity of the Will; and to 
affirm, that men may fin 4o:thour, or againſt 
their wills, is to make Guilt and Miſery 
Neceſſary, and repreſents the righteous and 
merciful Governour of the World as an Ar- 
bitrary Tyrant. And what, Sir, have you 
offer d in anſwer to this reaſoning ? Have 
you either diſprov'd That firſt principle of 
religion and moral government, That all vir- 
tue and vice is Voluntary? Or have you at- 
; tempted 
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© tempted to ſhew, that a Heretic is not re- 


| preſented by St. Paul as a Sinner, and, con- 


E | quently, as one w1 Ifully Erroneous? Both 
© theſe points are ſilently dropt; and ſome- 
thing is invented for Me, and then confuted. 
For you would fain have the reader believe, 
y that I deſign to prove, that a Heretic main- 


tains wrong opinions knowing them to be ſuch, 

becauſe the Apoſtle ſays of Him, that he Ain. 
nth; In order to fix another abſurdity upon 
me, vig. that no man ſinneth, but he that 
| afts directly againſt conviction. And all this 
is infinuated for want of conſidering, that I 
argu'd diſtinctly from every part of the A- 
poſtle's deſcription ; that I endeavour'd to 
eſtabliſh my Notion of a Heretic by degrees, 
as the text ſuggeſted it; and not to deduce 
the whole of his Character from every ſingle 
branch of his Character. Attend therefore 


retic's Character, that he errs aH; or, in 
other words, whoever does not err wilfully, 
aannot be a Heretic. Who then are the 
E wilfully erroneous? who are the w, Cor- 
8 rupters and Oppoſers of the Cbriſti. an religion, 
whom St. Paul deſcribes as Sinners?- 


They are ſuch, whoſe minds are perverted 
(from an honeſt and impartial purſuit of 
3 truth] 


Dr. Stebbing's Letter, p. 9. 
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24 ALzTTER 5 Dr. Stebbing. 
truth] by irregular diſpoſitions and appetites, 
and who have reſolv' d to ſacrifice Truth, ani 
Virtue, to the gratification of their ſenſual de. 

fires. Is it then neceſſary, in order to a man- 
being a Sinner, that he be reſolv'd to facri. 
fice Truth and Virtue to the Gratification 
of his ſenſual defires? No But, however, 
This is juſtly ſpecified as one branch of ji 


1 ul Error, becauſe it is the moſt malignant 
'F degree of wilful Error. I allow, therefore, 
i (you will fay) that I cannot, from this branch 
, of the Heretic's Character, He ſinneth, infer, 


that he acts directly againſt Conviction.---"Tis 
what I never intended to infer.— Can I then 
1 infer from hence, that every man, that ert 
| wilfully, is a Heretic?—— I never intended 
that neither. For tho' it be cſſential to 
the Heretic's Character, that he err o:lfully 
it does not follow, that every one who err 
wilfully is a Heretic: For to come up com- 
pleatly to this Character, he muſt be in the 
higheſt Claſs of the wilfully erroneous, ſuch 
as act againſt their inward Light, and con- 
ſequently condemn themſelves. You will 
therefore, remember, Sir, for the future, 
1 that I defign'd to prove from this part af 
1 St. Paul's deſcription, only, in general, that 
5 the Heretic errs wifullyj; and tho it be 
i: I true 
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true, that he who errs &nowingly, errs wil- 
fully, and therefore I have juſtly rank'd him 
among the wilfully erroneous, who are re- 
preſented by St. Paul as Sinners, it by no 
means follows, that I intended to repreſent 
This higheſt degree of Guilt as a neceſſary 
veguiſte to make any Error ſinful; or that 
El am anſwerable for the Conſequence you 
T have drawn from it; namely, that No man 
can be a Sinner unleſs he is the Greateſt of 
| Sinners, and ads directly againſt conviction. 
3 I ſhould ſay, that Blaſþhemy is ſpeak- 
ing diſreſpectfully and reproachfully of God; 
© :nd, therefore, that the perſons deſcrib'd in 
the New Teſtament as Blaſphemers muſt be 
; Common Swearers who treat his Name with 
| contempt; ſuch as make a zeſt of his Wi 
dom, Power, and Juſtice; and who vevile 
Ins Providence, and deny his Being: Would 
any Scher Reaſoner inſinuate, that according 
to This account, none could be Blaſphemers 
but thoſe who are Atheiſts? No: It would 
be univerſally underſtood, that I was only 
reckoning up the ſeveral kinds and degrees of 
Blaſphemy; and the other caſe, which this 
is brought to illuſtrate, is exactly the ſame, 
4 will be evident upon the leaſt reflection. 


E 1 
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I go on to argue from another topic, 
which is This; that the Crime of the He. 
retic, St. Paul ſpeaks of, was of ſuch a n- 
ture, as required not Inſtruction, but Admo- 
nition ; from whence, I apprehend, it evi. 
dently follows, hat the fault lay in ti, 
Will, and not in the Underſtanding. The 
deſign of my Argument is to ſhew, that 7 
admoniſh for mere Errors of the Underſtand- 


lic 


5 ing is abſurd in itſelf. To which, accord- i 
'i ing to you, it is a ſufficient anſiver to ſu, 
Y that as St. Paul was now giving directions u 6 


a Biſhop, it was natural for him to mentin 
ſuch particulars only, as ſpecially concerned 
the office of a Biſhop; ſuch were Admonition 
and Rejection. But if the Admonition be 
abſurd in itſelf, will the Charadter of thc 
Admoniſher make it wiſe and rational? If i 
be abſurd in a Preſbyter, in all mankind, i 
the very nature of the thing, muſt it not 
alſo be abſurd in a Bi/hop? This, which l 
a Cardinal point, and indeed the only point 
in queſtion, You have not conſider'd; and 
therefore might have anſwer'd my argument 
as fully by faying Nothing at all. And 
9 you did not think it expedient even to gi 
* the Argument at large, and as J had ſtated 


it; I ſhall once more lay it before the Pub- 
lic 
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lic—— Every one knows, that the only 
« way to rectify a miſtaken judgment is by 
« the uſe of reaſon and argument, by ex- 
e poſing the falſe Grounds on which it is 
e form'd, removing prejudices, and repre- 
ſenting matters in a clear and proper light; 
« and that to adviſe a man, in an authorita- 
„live way, and without informing his un- 


s 


pic, 
He- 
Na- 
mo- 
eyl- 
fle 
The 


lat 79 


and. þ derſtanding better, to alter his apprehen- 
ond. ion and judgment of things, and expect 
% to make a Convert of him merely by tell- 
ing him he is in the wrong, be it with ever 
un o ſolemn, imperious, and magiſterial, an 
ern © air, is to the laſt degree ab/urd and ridicu- 
ition us. But He may, very rationally, be ad- 
n moniſh'd or reprov d, with relation to thoſe 
Fe Errors, that depend entirely on the ill — 
E © becauſe, in every ſuch caſe, he muſt 4now 
4 * himſelf to be out of the way, and has all 
= the neceſſary means of a reformation in his 
ich z own power.“ | 

pon | I proceed, at length, to conſider the Con- 
; and jecture, which you offer'd above ten Years 
Amen g, and now republiſh (21th very little va- 
\nd s 112tion) concerning the word auroxaTaxp- 
o gin 8 condemn'd of himPelf ; againſt the 
Rated urrent of antient and modern verſions, and 
> Pub tae genera ſenſe of the moſt judicious and 


lic E 2 learned 
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learned Commentators. If This Noſtrun 
appears to be well ſupported, the world may 
perhaps, applaud your ſkill in criticiſm. And 
ſince you ſeem to be fond of it, and thin 
it a Maſter-piece in the Conjectural way, | 
ſhall examine it candidly and thoroughly; 
and doubt not but to make it appear, that 
tis as groundleſs and defective as tis fingulr, 
1 only beg leave to premiſe theſe two Oh. 
ſervations. 
1/t, That in the interpretation, which 
you have given of auToxaTexpiros, Yol 
take it for granted, that your Notion of He- 
reſy is right: For no man can openty accu 
himſelf of Hereſy, by departing from tit 
Faith, unleſs every one that departs from tit 
faith be, in the ſcripture ſenſe of the word, 
Heretic. You will therefore, Sir, be pleasd 
to remember, that if it ſhall appear hereat- 
ter, as I preſume it will, that your account 
of hereſy neither 7s nor can be, the tu 
one; it muſt then be allow'd, that your In- 
terpretation of auroxeTaxpiros Neither 7, 
nor can be, the true one. For which reaſon, 
if I might be permitted to offer my advice 
I ſhould think it expedient for you, in c- 
der 70 de juſtice to the word of God *, to prove 
clearly your Notion of hereſy, and defend 
2 Dr. Stebbing' s Letter, i 
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it againſt all objections, before you attempt 
to revive this Novel Criticiſm: Elſe it may 
be thought that you build without a founda- 
tian; and are not ſo much concern'd to find 
out the true ſenſe of Scripture, as to make 
it ſpeak your own ſenſe; and, by any me- 
thods of ſtraining and torturing, ſuit it to a 
favourite hypotheſts. The 

24, Thing I would remark is This, that if 
we would interpret the ſcriptures rationally, 
and ſo as to make them a plain intelligible 
rule, we ought not to depart from the natural 
and obvious ſignification of words and phraſes, 
and underſtand them in zew and unuſual 
ſaſes; unleſs either the nature of the thing, 
the /cope of the particular Argument purſu'd, 
or the known Character and Sentiments of 
the Writer, evidently require it. So that if 
it can be ſhewn (and I think it is not diſ- 
puted among the Learned) that /#/f-con- 
demn'd, and not ſelf-accus'd, is the natural 
and obvious meaning of auroxaraxpiros ; 
and if it ſhall appear hereafter, that the dif- 
hculties urg'd againſt this interpretation are 
fairly remov'd; it muſt then be admitted to 
be the right interpretation; even tho' it be 
fuppos'd, that there is another more Uncom- 
#202 meaning, of which the word is capable. 

But 
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But I ſhall endeavour to prove, ſo far as we 
have yet any evidence produced, that this is 
not the caſe ; and that the ſenſe, you have 
fix d on avroxa Taxes, is neither probable, 
nor /upportable. 

You allow, Sir, when you call other ſenſcs 
of the word indirect, or more remote, that 
xaT&'piev properly ſignifies to condemn or 
pajs ſentence againſt a perſon, as a Judge doth, 
And hence it follows, that d eros ôde- 
notes a condemn'd perſon, one againſt whom 
Sentence bas been given. Which word, tho' 
it be not found in the New Teſtament, yet 
the ſenſe of it is evident from it's oppoſite 
&xarxzxetros lincondemn'd, which we meet 
with As xvi. 37. They have beaten us openly 
uncondemn'd, axaTaxpiress Theſe perſons 
had been accus'p before the Magiſtrates, 
and W1TNESSEs enough appear'd againſt 
them, as is plain from ver. 19,——22. but as 
they had not been heard in their own defence, 
nor any legal ſentence was paſs d upon them, 
they are ſtiled «xzaTaxpiry, Now when 
dure Is join'd with any other word, which 
thus compounded denotes an action, it al- 
ways intimates that the perſon of whom 
that word is ſpoken, does himſelf perform 
the action, expreſs d by it. Thus au 

g gax vd 
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#2xTos is one who inſtructs himſelf, Kbro- 
„Aunres one who moves himſelf, au rohr 
70 one who kills himſelf; and fo avroxa- 
1axearos mult ſignify one condemn'd of him- 
, or who paſſes ſentence againſt himſelf. 

But in order to avoid this ſenſe of avroxa- 
rarer: you athrm, that thoſe are frequently 
ſad KATHY ever „ Not only who do themſelves, 
as judges, determine or paſs ſentence of con- 
demnation upon any man, but thoſe alſo who 
h indirectly or more remotely condemn a man, 
by being in fome reſpect or other the Inſtru- 
ment, in virtue whereof condemnation is pro- 
unc'd; that is (as it is preſently after ex- 
plain'd) by appearing as Witneſſes againſt 
him, p. 20,21. And from hence it is urg'd, 
that UAUTOKATAEREATOS may in this place ra- 
ther ſignify SELF-ACCUS'D, than SELF-CoON- 
DEMN'D. But this ſenſe of the word x- 
ela is ſo far from being frequent, that to 
me, none of the examples brought for that 
purpoſe appear in the leaſt to prove, it is e- 
ver ſo us d. In Hebrews xi. 7. where it is 
laid, that Noah K GAVE Toy X0@[h0Y, our 
Engliſh verſion of theſe words, condemn'd the 
world, ſeems very right. His building an 
Ark, as a proof of his own belief of the 
warnings he gave thoſe people of the ap- 

proaching 
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proaching Deluge, was a virtual Condemng. 
tion of their Impiety in not hearkening to 
him, and a pronouncing their puniſhment 
to be juſt, The expreſſion is indeed meta. 
phorical; but the ſimilitude muſt, J think, 
be taken from the action of a Judge, and 
not of a Mitneſi, whoſe buſineſs is to deter- 
mine nothing, but only to relate matter of 
fact. And we have a very plain parallel in- 
ſtance of the uſe of the word Condemn amongſt 
ourſelves, which will make what is ſaid of 
Noah eaſy and intelligible to every common 
Reader. When we fay, that a good man, 
by the exemplary virtue and purity of his 
Life, condemns the Corruption and Wicked— 
neſs of the world, we never mean that he 
accuſes them, or appears as an Evidence a- 
gainſt them, or is the means and inſtrument 
of their being condemned by another ; but that 


he gives his Judgment againſt them, that 


they ought to be condemn'd, and declares 


by his conduct, that he paſſes a ſentence of cu. 


demnation againſt them in his own mind. 


Matthew xii. 41, 42. and Luke xi. 37, 
32. may likewiſe, as I apprehend, be beſt 
explain'd in the fame manner: For when 
it is ſaid, the Men of Nineveh ſhall rije uf in 


judgment with this generation ( ualaxe | 
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cy au) and ſhall condemn it, the expreſ- 


on may be thus interpreted, as in the In- 
ance of Noah, (preſerving the alluſion to the 
r:zinal and proper ſignification of the word 
ala they ſhall pronounce your Con- 
Emnation to be juſt; or thus, they ſhall be 
our Judges, and will condemn you: For 
fer repented at the preaching of Jonas, and 
herefore will doubtleſs grve ſentence againſt 
ou, who are impenitent under much greater 
lrantages. And there is a paſſage in both 
he Chapters, from whence the Texts con- 
eming the Ninevites are taken, that plainly 
rect us to underſtand them thus: VI by 
belecbub caſt out Devils, by whom do your 
bildren caſt them out? Therefore they ſhall 
au/ JUDGES: They ſhall give judgment 


ible of what ſome have obſerv'd, in the in- 
ance of the Ninevites, vig. that the word 
12-1009: ſhall land up (as our Tranſlation 
ads it) ſaits better with the Idea of a Mit- 
# than a Judge, who uſually /its when he 
onounces ſentence. But this ſenſe of the 
vor is not neceſſary: It may ſignify no par- 


in Acts xx. 30. Alſo of your ſelves ſhall 
Nen ariſe, eraqrnoovra ſpeaking perverſe thing . 
F Or 


gunſt you, and condemn you. I am ſen- 


lcular poſture of body, but only 20 appear; 
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Or it may rather perhaps be us'd in a paſſive 
ſenſe, ſince the whole paſſage refers to the 
future judgment, as in John xi. 24. I know 
that he ſhall riſe again in the reſurrection at 
the laſt day; avaqpnoetai, i. e. he ſhall be raiſe. 
again. And This ſenſe ſeems to be favour'd | 
by the other inſtance of the Queen of the 
South, mention'd together with the Ninevites 
both by St. Matthew and St. Luke. The 
Queen of the South ſhall riſe up; zei 
ſhall be raiſed up. So that, hitherto, no- 
thing has been offer'd to countenance your 
New ſenſe of the word XA TAXPIVEY« 
Nor does Rom. ii. 1. appear more favou- 
rable to it, Wherein thou judgeſt another, thou 
condemneſt thyſelf : For you may obſerve, 
Sir, that the whole proceſs is in the offen- 
der's own breaſt; 'tis there he judgeth another, 
and paſſeth ſentence por himſelf; fo that he 
is properly d TI ros. And, beſides, 
tis hard to conceive, how he who judgeth 
another, and doth the fame things for which 
he judgeth him, which is the caſe St. Paul 
has repreſented, can be any thing leſs than 
a deliberate preſumptuous oftender, who knows 
himſelf to be in the wrong.—Luke xix. 22. 
is {till wider from your purpoſe. Tf it had 
been faid, in the very terms in which you 
tay 


ve 
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have repreſented it, that be unthrifty ſervant 
was tx Ta PoparG iavty xprouerO-, con- 


demn'd out of his own mouth; it could have 
ſignified nothing elſe, but that he was con- 
demned [by the Judge] out of his own mouth. 
This, indeed, would have imply d that he 
had confeſſed himſelf a Criminal, or ſome 
way or other given Evidence againſt himſelf : 
But it can't be f 5m hence inferr'd, that 
«p1»6uer 9, muſt ſignify accuſed, However, I 
need add no more on This head, becauſe you 
know, Sir, that the words ſtand thus in the 
text, Out of thine own mouth will I [thy 
Lord] judge thee, xpivw oe. And Ihope you 
can give ſome better reaſon why you did not 
cite the text fairly than this, that then every 
Reader muſt have ſeen it to be abſolutely 
impertinent, ſince p is not ſpoken of the 
CRIMINAL, but of the JuDGE. 
Upon the whole, it does not appear that, 
in any of the paſſages you have quoted, A- 
T<Cxpiyey varies from its proper ſignification, 
or 1s apply'd to any one but in the Character 
of a Judg e. And therefore & db Nu ixes, 
fo far as is yet prov'd, muſt ſtill retain the 
ſenſe of one bo condemns, and paſſes ſeritence 
egainſt bimſelf, by his own act; and not of 
one, who, Alike an accuſer or witneſs only, 
CL furniſhes 


36 ALRTTERN t Dr. Stebbing. 


furniſhes matter for the ſentence of another. 
And if fo, this Character muſt be given of 
a Heretic, as a reaſon why he ſhould be re- 
jected from Chriſtian Communion ; and not, 
as you allege, (p. 19.) why the Biſhop 
ſhould forthwith proceed to admonition, with- 
out calling in that Evidence of the fact, which 
was uſual in other caſes. 
But whether your Interpretation be rigli 
or not, you think it a very clear caſe, that 
mine is 2r077 :——And for what reaſon ?— 
Why only becauſe, in your opinion, there 
are great dithcultics attending it, which can't 
be reſolvd. But, Sir, if the only ſenſe of 
c Toxalexpiros be This, one condemn'd by 
Dis own Judgment, as I think I have fully 
thewn; St. Paul could uſe it in no other ſenſe, 
if he wrote with a deſign to be wunder/tocd, 
Tis therefore your buſineſs to find out ſome 
different ſignification, which the word is 
fairly capable of; and till you have done 
This, whatever objections there are, againſt 
taking it in its natural and obvious meaning, 
they mult {till remain, | 
I will put a caſe that may not, perhaps, 
be unlikely, and ſuppoſe that an Trfidel, on 
a view of the controverſy between us, ſhould 
think / /-condemn'd to be the only ſenſe of 
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-mxalaxpiTos ; and perverſely urge the Dif- 

culties, you have ſtarted, againſt St. Paul's 
aſpiration, and the reaſonableneſs and per- 
inency of his advice to Titus; what anſwer 

rould you make to him Would you tell 
um, that whether your Interpretation was 
igt or not, it was @ very clear caſe the 
cord could not be uſed in the ſenſe he con- 
tended for; becauſe it was abſurd and irra- 
onal ?— Might he not juſtly reply, that 
you had no right to put meanings on words 
which they will not bear, on account of any 
mazin'd difficulties ; that ſuch a method of 
yoceeding muſt render the Scriptures abſo- 
luely unintelligible, and make them an arbi- 
'rory rule, to be interpreted by fancy, not 
by reaſon ; and that if you allow a Mabo- 
n:tan, whenever he is preſs'd by a difficul- 
tr, the fame liberty of altering the obvious 
and natural ſignification of words and phra- 
tes, and either of coining new ſenſes, or ima- 
ning ſome hidden and myſterious ones not 


ne Alcoran, and effectually ſilence all oppo- 
tion How you would come off, I know 
ot; if the Arguments you have urg'd, a- 
"inſt the common and obvious, and, ſo far 
yet appears, only, ſignification of d ur- 

x 


et diſcover'd, he may defend every part of 
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The only material Objec. ion you have of 
fer d is what follows, that according to n 
"Notion [of hereſy] there could be no fand 
ing power [of admoniſhing and rejecting H 
Tetics] even af the beginni ng. You have nd 
condeſcended, Sir, to ſupport your Aﬀertio 
by any direct and poſitive Evidence; but han 
only acted the part of a Doubter, and a Nu 
rift, and put it upon me to prove, that 
Apoſtles ever exerciſed the Gift of Diſcern 
Thg JÞirits, as That phraſe is generally un 
derſtood, or ever had he knowledge of me 
hearts, [i. e. of their inward Sentiments and 
[intentions] communicated to them by the Halj 
G. I ſhall endeavour to ſet this matte 
in its true Light; but would not be thought 
to intimate, that This is the only way of r. 
moving the Objection, tho' I fix d upon i 
as what appear d to me to be moſt univer- 
{: ally CONVINCINg, and unexceptionable, 

That there was, in the Apoſtolic Age, Ju- 
pie WrevuaTor, Or the gift of diſcerniny 
Spirits, St. Paul expreſsiy aſſerts; (1 Cor. xl 
fo.) — That ere [Spirit] ſignifies, in 
Sctiptute, the intelligent principle, w 


Judges, deliberates, and chuſes, is evident 
from 


leen 


that 


ALE®TTER o Dr. Stebbing. 39 
Com 1 Cor. ii. 11. 1 Theſſ, v. 23. And 


at Ty&vpc and xaphic denote one and the. 

me inward principle, may be prov'd from 
many paſſages of Scripture; thus to be meek 
in beart is of the fame import as to be of a 
meek Spirit, Mat. xi. 29. 1 Pet. iii. 4. and to. 
rejoice, to be troubled, to purpoſe, in heart, 

er ſpirit, are uſed promiſcuouſly From 
whence it follows, that u pie Tveunarwy 
[diſcerning of Spirits] may ſignify exactly 

the ame as Hraxpios xapltay [diſcerning of 
hearts. ] When St. John exhorts the Chri- 
ſtians to whom he wrote, to 7ry the Spirits 
whether they were of God, not only another 
word is uſed *, but a quite different thing 
kems to be intended; becauſe the whole of * 
that Trial might be performed by the help of 
their natural faculties; and, accordingly, a * 
ule was preſcrib' d, by which every man's 
Reaſon might judge and determine: Whereas 

ite diſcerning Spirits, which St. Paul men- 
ons, was a ſupernatural power, and is ex- 
reſsly rank d among the extraordinary Gifts 
the Holy Ghoſt. What then can it 
ernin; ol probably mean as d iſcerning the views and 
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true prophets, from thoſe of deceivers, and 
falſe: pretenders to the Spirit of Prophecy, 
Andwe can, I think, have no reaſonable doubt, 
whether this be the true interpretation of the 
Phraſe, if it ſhall appear from ſeveral very 
probable inſtances, that the Apoſtles actually 
exerciſed this power. There is one Obſer- 
vation proper to be premiſed, before we con- 
ſider the Caſes themſelves; and that is, that 
in arguing upon Hiſtorical Accounts of Facts, 
we muſt content our ſelves with the Infor- 
mations which Hiſtorians, who have wrote 
of theſe Facts, have afforded us; and are 
not at liberty to Invent or Imagine Cir- 
cumſtances, for which there is no apparent 
foundation: For by this method we weaken 
che Credit of all Hiſtory, and turn it into 
Romance. 

The firſt Caſe, in which the Power of 
diſcerning Spirits, in the ſenſe in which 1 
have explain'd it, appears to have been ex- 
erciſed, is that of Ananias, and Sapphira. 
The Fraud, for which they were ſo re- 
markably puniſh'd, we may well imagine, 
from the nature of the thing itſelf, was /c- 
cretly tranſacted ;—it docs not appear, that 
St. Peter either did, or could, receive any 
information about it; and therefore the 


fup- 
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ſuppoſition is groundleſs and frivolous, If 
there had been nothing extraordinary in 
the manner of their Conviction, the Crime, 
with which they were charg'd, muſt have 
been prov'd by the teſtimony of competent 
Mitneſſes:— This is the Chriſtian rule, al- 
low'd and cited by your ſelf. But the 
Hiſtory has not given us the leaſt hint of 
Accuſers, of Evidence produc'd and exa- 
min'd, or that the offenders were convicted 
in the uſual form which was juſtly requir'd 
in caſes of immorality : On the contrary, 
the Expreſſions made uſe of are ſtrong the 
other way y hath Satan filled thine 
HraART 70 he to the Holy Ghoſt? —-IWhy 
baſt thou conctiv d this thing in thine HEART? 
(47s v. 3, 4.) — And the Apoſtle's words 
to Sapphira afterwards (ver. .) are very re- 
markable ; How is it that ye have agreed 
ether to tempt the Spirit of the Lord? i. e. 
o, whether the Spirit of the Lord, [in us,] 
could detect and puniſh your fraud and hy- 
pocriſy Tis moſt natural to believe, 


that St. Paul likewiſe exercis d this gift of 
uſcerning Spirits, in the caſe of Elymas the 
dorcerer, (As xiii. 9, 10.) becauſe What 
ic fays of him relates chiefly to the inward 
dbtrlty, Deceit, and Malice of his Heart, and 


G the 
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the Principles and Moti ves by which he wi; 
influenc'd; which were as difficult to he 
known as the Se//-Condemnation of a Heretic 
without an immediate divine revelation. — 
AF x1v.9. is rather ſtronger, and more direct 
to the point: For there is not the moſt diſtant 
intimation in the Hiſtory, that the impo. 
tent man at Lyſtra gave any outward diſco. | 
verics, or expreſſions, of his faith; but 'tis 


only ſaid, that St. Paul ſtedfaſtly beheld 
him, and perceiv d that he had faith to le | 
healed.——$o we are told (2 Kings viii, 11) 
that the Prophet Eliſba ſettled bis counte- | 
nance ſtedfaſtly upon Hazael, when he d, 
cerned, by inſpiration, the ambition, lurking | 
baſeneſs, and cruelty of his temper, which | 
tended to the murder of his Prince, and the 
deſolation of Mael. All that you fay, to} 
Ats v. z. and Chap. xiv. 9. is, that zh} 
texts will bear other interpretations. But the 
queſtion is not, whether by art and labour] 
they may not be rain d to other ſenſes, but 
whether theſe ſenſes are equally pertinent] 
and probable, When you think fit to pro- 
duce your other interpretations, they hall] 


be fairly and impartially conſidered. 
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have ſaid in my Sermon to this effect, 
that as DISCERNING of SPIRITS was one of 
thoſe gifts of the Holy Ghoſt, which were com- 
municated in the firſt age of Chriſtianity ; 
Titus particularly, to whom St. Paul directs 
bis advice about Heretics, can't be ſuppos d, 
mfdering his Chatucter and Office, to have 
been <vithout this Gift, Upon which you 
aſk me (p. 25.) What was Titus's character 
and ojice ? and then anſwer your own Queſ- 
tion very briefly and deciſively A Biſbop. 
To which you ſubjoin another Query, Car 


Tlat every Biſhop of the Church at that time, 
bod that gift? J know not, Sir, why the 
Bi:ops of the Church are brought into this 
Controverſy —Titus had a higher character, 
and was employ'd in more honourable offices, 
dan every Scripture-Biſhop at leaſt could 
pretend to. I ſhall not therefore enquire, 
whether it be likely, or unlikely, that every 
7mitive Chriſtian Biſhop was endued with 
ne Gift of diſcerning Spirits. But tis eaſy 
© thew, from the Writings of the New 
Tellament, what will fully anſwer all the 
furpoſes of my Argument: For that the 
xv0ordinary Gifts of the Holy Ghoſt in 
GENERAL (and if ſo, why not that of diſ- 
G 2 cerning 


ve few, or is it reaſonable to be ſuppoſed, 


„ 4, act ns u ets WY 
. 1 A uy _” i Fes 4 — i ot - 
— S S 
_—_ . _ — 


— te 


A 


F 


— 2 


44 A LETTER 70 Dr. Stebbing. 


cerning Spirits?) I ſay, that the extraordinary 
Gifts of the Holy Ghoſt, in general, were 
common in the Churches of the Apoſtolie 
Age, is prov'd beyond diſpute by the follow. 
ing paſſages. AFsv. 32. Chap. x. 44—48, 
Chap. xix. 1—8. 1 Cor. i. 5—8. Chap. xi. 
27, 28, 31. Chap. xiv. 1, 12, 13, 18, 23, 24, 
Texts of the ſame import occur in moſt of 
St. Paul's Epiſtles. And this great Event 
was plainly foretold by the Prophet J, 
whoſe words are thus applied by St. Peter, | 
Acts ii. 16. From all which it may be in- 
ter'd, with as great probability as a thing of 
this kind will admit of, that Titus, who can 
with no colour of reaſon be denied the e. 
traordinary aſſiſtances, that were common in 
the Churches that Titus, who was a per- 
fon of much greater d%ſinction than a com- 
mon Elder, Overfecr *, or Biſhop of a par- 
ticular Church ;——that T:itxs, who was a | 
companion of St. Paul in his travels for pro- 
pagating the Goſpel +, and employ'd in o- 
ther moſt important ſervices; it may, I fay, 
be inferr'd with the higheſt probability, that 
one ſo eminent, with reſpect to his characler 

and 


*The neeggeſeęn [Preſbyters or Elders] and the *£717- | 
zb r [Biſhops or Overicers] of the Church of Epbeſuu, were 
the ſame Perions. 42s xx. 17. compared with wer, 28. Les 
Whitby oa ver. 17. 1 Gal. n. 1, 3. 


ALzeTTER to Dr. Stebbing. 45 
and offices, was endued and furniſh'd with 


miraculous Gifts in a peculiar degree, and 
with the Gift of diſcerning Spirits in parti- 
cular, 

Thus, Sir, I have fully anſwer'd the 
main difficulty, v/z. that according to my 
account of Hereſy, Heretics coul not be known, 
nor conſequently rejected even at the begin- 
ning; by propoſing one way, founded on 
great probabilities, in which they might be 
mem. This alone would be ſufficient, if 
there were no other — but this is what 
| have not aſſerted, 

You tell us (p, 25.) that you was once of 
opinion, that the Apoſtles had the power of 
diſcerning ſpirits; or the knowledge of men's 
hearts communicated to them by theHoly Ghoſt : 
But you ſeem now to doubt of it ; and for 
the following reaſons, to which a very hort 
anſwer will ſuffice, —-The Apoſtles, you fay, 
ſpeak of the knowledge of men's hearts, as the 
ſole prerogative of God. — And what does 
this prove? Does it follow, that becauſe God 
alone knows the hearts of men originally and 
neceſſarily, he could never, upon any occa- 
lon, communicate that knowledge to others? 
By the fame reaſoning it muſt follow, that 
becauſe St, Paul aſſerts that God only hath 

immortality, 
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immortality, (1 Tim. vi. 16.) therefore g. 
gels and the ſouls of men are not immortal 
hut you fay farther, I is not 4worth auh 
to diſpute this point in general. Sure T an 
zt was no ſtanding git. Anſio. You cal 
have no reaſon to think that it did not con. 
tinue in the Church, as long as the gifts of 
the Holy Ghoſt continued. And if by it; 
not being a ftanding gift you mean, that the 


Apoſtles, &c. had it not always, and upon 
all occafions ; this, I conceive, will be but 
little to your purpoſe; becauſe if they were 
enabled to exerciſe it on ſpecial exigencies, 
when the good of the Church more parti- 
cularly requir'd it, I may juſtly ſuppoſ 
that they were aſſiſted by it in detecting and 
expoſing Heretics, who never were, or couli 
be, ſo dangerous, as in the znfant and us. 
; ſettled ſtate of the Church. — But 4ohy t 
it not have been as properly exerciſed in admut- 
ting men into the Church, as in caſting them 
out? Anfw, You don't know, Sir, but it wa 
thus exerciſed: For, becauſe we have no pat- 
ticular account of a thing, will you there- 
fore conclude it never happen'd? It cant 
well be imagin'd, that a gift of ſuch extra- 
ordinary Eminence and Uſe was con fin d to 


three or four inſtances; and yet theſe arc 
all 
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i we have upon record. And if a diſtinct 


caſe, why not in another? — Or becauſe we 
do not find that an extraordinary gift was 
exerciſed in ſome particular inſtances, in 
which our ignorance or preſumption leads us 
to think it ought to have been exerciſed, are 


we at liberty to ſuppoſe, againſt probable 
hiſtorical Evidence, that it was never exer- 
ciled? To what you ſuggeſt about the A 
tolles not having this gitt when Matthias was 
claſen to the ApoſUeſhip, and your urging this 
23 a preſumption that they had it not after- 
wards, 'tis ſcarce worth while to give any 
reply, You publiſh'd the fame thing in your 
Pulemical Tradis, and have had ſome years 
in which to correct a miſtake that is ob- 
nous to all. And yet you pet in it: When 
crery common reader, who is acquainted 
with the Hiſtory of the New Teſtament, 
can tell you, that the Apoſtles could not have 
the Gift of diſcerning Spirits, when Matthias 


par- as choſen to the Apoſtleſhip; becauſe the 


here- H Ghoſt was not then given. They were 


can't hen waiting in Jeruſalem, for the promiſe of 
xtra- “ Father, and expecting to be endued with: 
1'd to e, from on bigb. —If you ſhall aſk me, 
ſe ue Wi © the Holy Ghoſt was not given ſooner ? or 


why 


account of it might be omitted in any one 
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why this extraordinary gift was not commy. 
nicated ſome other way? I ſhall think 
ſuch queſtions neither deſerve nor need an 
Anſwer. "no 
Thus you ſee, Sir, that I have fully de- 
fended St. Paul with reſpect to the direQion 
he gave to Titus, and him only, concerning 
Heretics; and have made him ſpeak an in- 
telligible and conſiſtent Senſe. The rule 
preſcrib'd will admit of this natural and eaſy 
paraphraſe: A man that is a Heretic, 1.e, 
a factious Sectary, who maintains falſe doc- 
trines againſt his conſcience, [and him thou 
art capable of diſtinguiſhing from others, by 
means of thy ſupernatural diſcernment] after 
the firſt and ſecond admonition [tor an Error 
that is wilful, and which he has it in his own 
power to reform] reject.— Thus it appears 
that Titus might determine who were Here- Y 
tics with the greateſt certainty, —And tho 
it be my opinion that now, when extraordi- 
nary illuminations and aſſiſtances are ceaſed, | 
it is a point of great nicety to judge of Here- 
/y; and I have therefore aſk'd, what rule wr 
have by which to conduct ourſelves in Inquiries 
of this nature? and how we can certainly 
know, in MosT Cas ES at leaſt, whether d 
man be 4 Heretic or not; it can by no means 


be 


ſyppoſeable, in which I may conclude that 
an offender is /ſelf-condemn'd with much 
preater probability, than you can determine, 
without being 7nfallible, that he errs from 
the faith, If (to uſe an inſtance St. Paul 
las given) any man teaches the immorality 
of theft, and yet is a thief himſelf; I have 
rey good reaſon to believe that he knows him- 
{lf to be in the wrong, and acts directly a- 
gainſt the Senſe of his own mind, either in 
condemning theft, or practiſing theft. And 
ſme caſes of Hereſy may be equally noto- 
nous. Theſe hints ſhall ſuffice for the pre- 
ent. But when you have prov'd, that a 
direction given to Titus mult be extended to. 
all Chriſtian Biſhops; or ſhewn, by clear paſ- 
ages of Scripture, that the power of judg- 
ing Hereſy, in every ſuppoſeable caſe of He- 
fy, is a ſtanding power in all ages of the 
Church; I promiſe to explain my ſelf more 
fully on this head: *till that is done, tis quite 
: foreign point, and tends only to amuſe the 
reader, and take off his attention from the 
main queſtion before him. The whole con- 
roverſy turns upon the meaning of avroxa- 
141 pixos It that word, according to all the 
—_ rules 
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pe inferr'd from hence, that I think Here- 


ics can NEVER be known. There are caſes 
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rules of Grammar and Criticiſm, can fignify 
nothing leſs than one condemn'd by his won 
ming, of which I hope the reader is by thi 
time convinced; this muſt be St. Paul's no- 
tion of a Heretic. And if it follows from 


hence, as you ſuppoſe, but I have never al. A 
ſerted, that Heretics cannot now be knauy, tea 
nor conſequently rejected; and if, notwith- . 
ſtanding, the rejecting Heretics, tho ac- Will /,, 
cording to St. Paul's account of Hereſy it iv ig. 
impracticable, be nw a uſefl act of Church- ine 
Diſcipline, and will be to the end of the world; Wil tir: 
i. e. if things ought to be practicable, which, bas 
according to the rule of the New Teſtament, N di 
and in the ſenſe of an inſpir'd Writer, art Wi: 
not practicable :—Let Infidels draw the na- Wt 
tural conſequence from ſuch premiſes; Ie 
will nat. If Chriſtianity be attack'd on this WW r:5 
topic, I ſhall think it my duty to defend it; Wt / 
but to ſay any thing more about it at preſent, Wi (y 
is altogether unjea/onable, be i 
And now, Sir, if it appears upon the {Wr:: 
whole, that I have defended my own ac- WW" : 
count of Hereſy, the ſcheme, which you 
have advanced in oppoſition to it, muſt of Wi n 
courſe fall to the ground: For if the one be Wi fur 
true, the other is neceſſarily falſe. But hou- t 
ever, that I may not ſeem to decline an an- n 


ſwer 


” 
- 
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fer to any thing you have thought fit to 
propoſe; I ſhall make ſome brief remarks 
on what you have told the world is your n- 

im of Hereſy. = | 

ey, you ſay, who, to the minifters of 
Chriſt in the execution of their office, ſhall ap- 

var by the beſt uſe of their judgments under 

the direction of God's word to have departed 
from the faith (whether with Knowledge or 
voninſt Knowledge ; whether ſincerely or in- 

ſincerely) are to them Heretics, and muſt by 
them be treated as fuch. — The directions we 
have in Scripture concerning this matter are 
iblolute, —founded upon the fingle confidera- 
art ln of their teaching other doctrines. And 
: na- e Church having now no help to know what 
— | WH other doctrines, but her own judgment di- 
this ed by the Scriptures, Mus r act according 
to ber judgment. According to this account 
(you confeſs) it will follow, that @ man may 
| be a Heretic to one chureh, who it not a He- 
| the to another; and a Heretic to both, who 
n ac- t 2 Heretic to God. (p. 28, 29.) 

you When you affirm, that they who to the 
it of iger of Chriſt ſhall appear to baue de- 
ne be Wh parted from the faith, are to them Heretics ; 
how- WF! take it for granted, that you mean no 
n a ore than this, that they are Hetetics in 
- + their 
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own by a plain and explicit declaration, | 


have intended only the former, you are quite 


| New — and particularly of d. 
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their opinion; but not univerſally and neceſa. 
rily ſuch, in the Scripture notion of a He. 
retic : For if all are Heretics in the Scriptur; 
Senſe, who are ſo in the Church's Senſe; and 
yet, as you allow, many of theſe may not he 
Heretics to God; it will follow undeniably, 
that the Scripture notion of Hereſy is diff. 
rent from God's notion of Hereſy. This is 
a poſition ſo extravagant, and impious, as 
well as inconſiſtent with it (elf, that J will not 
charge you with it, unleſs you make it your 


But then, Sir, you muſt give me leave to 
ſay, that if this be not your meaning, you 
are not talking, in theſe paſſages, of what 
is really and properly Hereſy; but of a thing 
that may not be Hereſy ; that oftentimes is nt 
Hereſy ; that may be and frequently is vir. 
tuous and commendable, and agreeable both 
to right reaſon, and the rules of Chriſtianity, 
Be pleas'd to remember, that we are not de. 
bating about what is or may be Hereſy in 
the opinion of the Church, but what is He- 
rely in ite; and therefore fo far as vc 


wide of the Argument, —— Who then 154} 
Heretic according to the doctrine of tht 


Paul 
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ceſſa. paul? Vou muſt be oblig'd to anſwer, 
He. that he is a Heretic who departs from the 

pur; /aith, and teacheth other doctrines. Upon 

and which I would obſerve, 

ot he 1. That this account of a Heretic has 

iably, not the leaſt foundation in Scripture, The 

diffe. texts you have alleged to ſupport your no- 

his is tion of Hereſy, and prove that the power 

18, as of ſeparating Heretics from Chriſtian fellow. 

Il not ſhip, has ever been a ftanding power in all 
' your churches; the texts, I ſay, on which you have 

tion ais d your whole Fabric, ſay not a ſyllable, 

ve to nor give the moſt diſtant hint of Hereſy or 
you Heretics. This theReader will ſoon ſee, if he 
what will give himſelf the trouble to examine them. 
thing The greateſt part ſpeak only of immorali- 
* ties, and mention nothing at all about de- 
7 vir. parting from the faith; and you might as 
both well have produc' dem to prove that nfidelity, 
nity, or adultery, is Hereſy, as to ſerve the purpoſe 
t de- you intend by them. Such as cauſe diviſions, 
v in] ſuch as walk Aiſorderly, ſuch as obey not the 
He- Apoſtolic doctrine, may be avoided, noted, 
and ⁊cithdraun from, and yet not be Here- 
ties: For are all but Heretics fit to be re- 
ceived into our houſes ?—or are none but 
Heretics to be rejeFed from Chriſtian com- 
munion ?— The only Methods, as I ima- 
: gine, 
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gine, by which you can prove the point you 
have in view, are theſe ; either by ſhewing 
that the word ai pt Tixos [a Heretic] ſtrictly 
and properly ſignifies one that departs from 
the faith; or by producing ſome paſſage, 
or paſſages, out of the New Teſtament, in 
which departing from the faith is declard 
to be Hereſy ; or elſe, by proving this to be 
a plain and neceſſary conſequence from o- 
ther texts, in which Heretics are expreſſly 
deſcrib'd, Let me only add, that it will do 
you but little ſervice to urge theſe words of 
St. Paul, A Heretic is fubverted ; becauſe de- 
parting from the faith may be an Eſſential 
part of his character, but not the h of 
it; or, in other words, it may be truly af- 
firmed that a Heretic departs from the faith, 
but it does not follow from hence, that all, 
who depart from the faith, are Heretics.— 
You might as well argue thus: A Heretic 
is a Sinner; therefore all Sinners are Here- 
S. 


Thus it appears, Sir, that your account 
of Hereſy is altogether anſcriptural: I might 
therefore diſmiſs it, without any farther ex- 
arnination.——But I am not willing to drop 
it yet, and. therefore obſerve, . | 


2. 
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2. That departing from the faith is a 


ou 

ing phraſe of an indefinite meaning, from which 
fly tis impoſſible to form a certain determinate 
wo and uniform idea of Hereſy. For unleſs the 


particular inſtances of faith, to depart from 
which conſtitutes the Sin of Hereſy, be 
clearly defin'd and diſtinctly enumerated, 
the phraſe can have no fix'd meaning at all; 


0- but muſt ſignify only this, what particular 
fly Churches, or the miniſters, or governours of 
do particular Churches, hin to be departing 


from the faith. Be pleas'd now, Sir, to attend, 
while I lay before you the natural conſe- 
quences from this doctrine: They are theſe: 
1*, That the Chriſtian religion has given us 
2 general account of Hereſy, by which we 
can form no notion of the true preciſe nature 
of Hereſy. For to fay, that 'tis departing. 
from the faith, unleſs we have à clear and 
determinate idea of what the phraſe depart- 
ng from the faith imports, is ſaying nothing 
Ut 41. — 

According to yqur account of Hereſy.— 
It will follow 2. That the Chriſtian reli- 
gion hath preſcrib d a rate, by which to 
frame a judgment of Hereſy, that ultimately 
calves itſelf into fancy and conjeffure ;, not 
rule that explains itſelf, but one, the ſenſe 

of 
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of which i is left to be Jetermin' d by W1 722 
q or folly, as either of theſe happen to preſide 
4 by enthuſiaſm and blind zeal; by ambition, 
4 felfaneſs, and craft. —It will follow, 30, 
A that Chriſtianity hath preſcrib'd à rule, by 
which truth and error, the beſt and the 
i worſt of men, are equally expos'd to Church. 
cenſures and excommunications; @ rule, h/ 
acting upon which, ſo dark and undeterni. 
nate as it is, even a wiſe man might have 
foreſeen, and the eternal Source of wiſdom 
could not but foreſee, that the right of con- 
ſcience would be often violated; an impar- 
tial ſtudy of the holy Scriptures be diſcou- 
raged; integrity inſulted, and oppreſs'd; and 
all but thoſe, who believe as the Cyurcy 
believes, be branded, vo marks of znfamy, 

It will follow, | 4, that the Goſpel | 
hath preſcrib'd 4 ke a to its own cauſe 
and intereſt, and calculated not to promote 
the edification, but the deftrufion of the 
Church: For if Hereſy be departing from 
the Faith; and if both Church-Governours, 
'F and private Chriſtians, in every nation, ated 
q as they ought to act, and ſeparated from 
q Chriſtian fellowſhip all who appear d th then 


1 to have departed from the faith; and if the 
Gover- 
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Governours of the /ame church acted likewiſe 
as they ought to act, and renounced com- 
munion with each other, as often as they 


eſpouſed oppoſite principles in points which 


they imagin d to be of importance; there 
could no longer be any remains of peace and 
harmony amongſt Chriſtians, but they muſt 
be always reviling and excommunicating each 
other. And as the reſult of all that has been 
aid from your notion of Hereſy it will 
follow, thy, that the Chriſtian religion hath 
preſcrib'd @ rule, which can have no other 
natural and certain tendency, beſides intro- 
ducing endleſs diſcord and confufion, and ſub- 
jecting the faith and conſciences of Chriſtians 
to an eccleſiaſtical tyranny and inquiſition. 
Again, according to St. Paul, hereſy is 
a work of the fleſh: If therefore your notion 
of Hereſy be right, departing from the faith, 
whether with knowledge, or againſt knowledge, 
whether ſincerely, or inſincerely, muſt be a 


work of the fleſh, that cuts off all hope of 


Salvation. Thus it muff be, if St. Paul's ac- 
count of Hereſy, and your account of He- 
reſy, are not two very different things; and 
yet, I think, J have found a plain inſtance, 
in vrhich it cannot be.—If there may be 

I fuch 


f 
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ſuch a thing as an invincible prejudice ; or, 
which comes to much the ſame in a moral 
account, ſuch a prejudice, as 'tis not reaſo- 
nable to expect, conſidering all circum- 
ſtances, that the bet of men will entirely get 
rid of ; and if there may be a caſe, and that 
of 71fortance too, in which a man, from 
the force of ſuch a prejudice, may think it 
his duty to adhere to a ſect profeſſing er- 
roneous opinions, or opinions in themſelves 
contrary to the Apoſtolic doctrine; (and this 
mult be allow'd, unleſs he has it in his power 
to judge zfa/libly right with reſpect to every 
doctrine of importance) it is a neceſſary con- 
ſequence, that ſuch an inſtance of departing 
from the faith cannot be hereſy, nor your 
definition of hereſy iat and adequate; un- 
leſs vertue, and honeſty, and a ſtrict regard 
to the dictates of conſcience, may, merely 
for the ſake of invincible error, be rank'd 
with adultery, murder, and other capital vi- 
ces, to which damnation is threatned.—You 
are pleas'd indeed to aſk me, Sir, where I 
learn that no heretic can be ſaved ? ——And 
T own I was much ſurpriz'd at it, and could 
not gueſs. «here, or how, you had pick d 
up your notion of hereſy ; when I ſaw you 


was unacquainted with the following pallage, 
| | in 
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in which St. Paul has given as direct and 
full an anſwer to your queſtion, as if it had 
been put to himſelf. ——Now the works of the 

feſb are manifeſt, which are theſe, adultery, 
ornication, HERESIES, envyings, mur- 
ders —they who do ſuch things SHALL NoT 
INHERIT THE KINGDOM oF Gop. (Gal. v. 
20, 21.)—— But (fay you p. 33.) Take 
my notion of Hereſy, vis. that a Heretic may 
be fincere, and you cannot, upon your own 
notion of ſincerity, have it from ſcripture, 
that no Heretic can be ſaved : 1. e. jumble 
truth and falſhood together, and ſee what 
will come of it. But, Sir, I am not re- 
duc d to ſuch a ſtrait, as to be forc'd to take 
what you are pleas'd to offer me. I know 
from the expreſs teſtimony of an zrſpir'd 
Apoſtle, that no Heretic can be ſaved; and 
therefore am ſufficiently warranted to reject 
your notion of Hereſy as unſcriptural, And 
as the Minor of your Syllogiſm, in which 
you have attempted to put an argument 
of mine into form, and to which I refer the 
reader , is now not aſſumed, but unexcep- 
tionably ſupported ; the point I intended to 
prove ſtands clear of the only objection you 
haye made to it; and you ought to acknow- 


I 2 ledge 
Dr. Stebbing's Letter, p. 33. 


and Stronger Objections to urge, that no hy 


vrhich a direct anſwer may juſtly be requir'd, 


indiſtinct and confus'd idea of your notion dl 
Hereſy——and knows not the EXTENT ofit. 


60 ALz7TsR #& Dr. Stebbing. 
ledge with me, unleſs you have any Nen 


neſt man can poſſibly be a Heretic. 

1 have hitherto argued only in a general 
way; but I might perhaps have more to ſay, 
if I thoroughly underſtood your ſcheme, 
which ſeems to require a more particular il 
luſtration, When you ſay that he is a He. 
retic that departs from the faith, what muſt 
we underſtand by the Faith? ———Dothit 
include vx RV doctrine of the Chriſtian 
Revelation, — or only FUNDAMENTAL 
Doctrines,.—or FUNDAMENTAL and I. 
PORTANT doctrines? Theſe are queſtions to 


becauſe till you are pleaſed to declare your 
ſelf more fully, the Reader can have but an 


And I want to be inform'd particularly, le 
either Calviniſm or Arminianiſm be the true 
faith with reſpe& to the Decrees of God, the 
Efficacy of Grace, univerſal Redemption, 
Sc. (I leave you at liberty to chooſe as you 
pleaſe; for J ſhall not inſiſt on the article 
of the Church of Ex eL AND) I want, If 
to be inform d, whichſoever of theſe be ts 

true 
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tue faith, why thoſe who eſpouſe and pub- 
lickly maintain the oppofite faiſe doctrines, 
ought not to be admoniſb d, rejected, and a. 
nathematiſed as n 2 with Soci- 
nans or Arians. 

Vou have ſaid in one how that a Here- 
ück is an offender againſt the order and diſci- 
line of the Church, p. 18. upon which I am 
naturally led to enquire, whether you think 
this to be the meaning of St. Paul's words, 
when he faith 4 Heretic finneth? If fo, then 
I muſt aſk you further, by what text of 
ſcripture you ſupport this net definition of 
a Sinner 2 Do you really believe, as you ſeem 
to infinuate, (p. 18.) that the laws of the 
Church are equally binding upon every man 
25 the law of his Country? or as the law of 
Cop? This you ought to maintain, or elſe 
how is he a ſinner? Can any man be really 
z Sinner by offending againſt Church order 
and diſcipline, if he is not oblig d to believe 
in all points as the Church believes, and to 
ſubmit to her authority and diſcipline im- 
plicitly? And is this fit to be ineulcated as the 
duty of Chriftiansin a Proteſtant Cougtry?— 
Does it not utterly ſubvert the right of pri- 
vate Judgment 2-——— Can any Church, be- 

ſides 
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E.. fides the pretended infallible Church of Rome, 
1 require ſuch ſubmiſſion without the utmoſt 
it inconſiſtency, and moſt evident contradic- 
. tion to her public and avow'd principles? 
1 or was it poſſible for the firſt Reformer;, 
I upon this ſcheme, to juſtify themſelves a- 
'F gainſt the Poe1sn charge of HzResy, 

'Þ There are many other difficulties, in your 
. account of Hereſy, that want to be clear d; 
I muſt therefore go on to enquire, that! 
may get all the light and ſatisfaction I can-- 
A Heretic, you ſay, is an offender again 
the order and diſcipline of the Church 
Is he an innocent offender, or a criminal of- 
fender? This is a ſerious queſtion with me, 
and much depends upon it; tho” it may ſeem 
ludicrous. To explain my meaning farther, is 
he an offender in the ſight of God; or only 
condemn'd by the By-Laws and Conſtitutions 
of the Church? I ſuppoſe youwill anſwer, that 
he is a real Criminal, becauſe, other-wiſe, the 
word Sin is made a mere bugbear, as well as 
the words Schi/m and Hereſy; and the Cen- 
ſures and Excommunications of the Church 
muſt be unjuſt and arbitrary. —[s he 
then a voluntary-or an involuntary offender? 
I humbly apprehend, that here likewiſe you 


will think it moſt adviſeable to anſwer, tha 
he 
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be is a voluntary offender; becauſe no man 
an be a criminal either on account of actions 
or omiſſions, Which it was not in his power 
prevent; and the allowing this may, for 
oght I know, be very conſiſtent with your 
notion of the Heretic's SINCERITY. 
But if the Heretic be a voluntary offender, 

| fear, Sir, you are got into a Labyrinth; 


" and embaraſs d with much the fame objec- 
tl tions, as on my notion of Hereſy you i- 
. magine to be inſuperable: For how, I ask 
nf you, can the Miniſters of Chriſt, or the Go- 


vernours of the Church know, without 
knowing the heart, when an offence is vo- 
luntary or when involuntary? They may 
preſume it to be voluntary, or ſolemnly deter- 
mine that it muſt be ſo; but how can they 
know it ? or if they are ſo well acquainted 
with the hearts of men, as to be able to de- 


bat termine that they offend wi fully, may they 
the not, with avery little ſtretch of their powers, 


determine that they offend knowingly. 

| have one caſe more to propoſe, which 
ems to be attended with conſiderable dif- 
culty, I fee that you have made ample 
proviſion for ſecuring the powers and pre- 


you Opatives of the miniſters of the Church, 
tha keeping the Laity under ſtrict diſei- 
pline, 
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pline, that they may not depart from the 
Church's faith; but if the Paftors and Gy. 
vernour! of the Church are judg d, by the 
body of the Chriſtian people, to oppoſe pub- 
lickly the apoftolic doctrine, who are to ad. 
moniſh and reje# them? For this you- have 
made no frovi/iom; and on that account 
your notion of Hereſy may be juſtly thought 
very defective. For fince tis well known, 
by all who are acquainted with Church 
Hiſtory, that the moft flagrant Corruptions 
of Chriſtianity, and particularly the abomi. 
nable Idolatries and Superſtitions of the R. 
miſb Church, have ſprung from ambitious 
and deſigning Ecelefrafties.; it can't be ima- 
gin'd, that the New Teſtament has'no where 
guarded againſt the malignant Infection of 
their herefies; who have not only, in fact, been 
the moſt grievous wolves that ever worried 
and devoured the fork of Chriſt, but whoſe 
hereſies muſt in the nature of things, con- 
ſidering their learning, authority, and infiu- 
ence, be of all others the moſt dangerous 
It may be proper here juſt to take notice of 
an unaccountable miſtake you are guilty o, 
(that I think could not ariſe from an over. 
diligent ſtudy of the Scriptures, ) in faying 


that admonition and rejection ſpecialiy * 
| i 
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le office of - a Biſbop; whereas in the very 
texts which you have quoted, that relate. 

to Church Diſcipline, and the ſeparating 
perſons from Chriſtian fellowſhip, both ad- 
munition and rejection are repreſented as the 
as of the Church, or body of the Chriſtian 
people, This is a moſt unfortunate Error, and 
indeed a fundamental Error, that overturns 
jour whole ſcheme ; but the proofs of what 
| have aſſerted, however that may be, are 
nconteſtable.— To whom was it recom- 
mended by St. Paul, to mark thoſe who cauſed 
divifons, Rom. xvi. 17. but to the Brethren to 
whom the Epiſtle was directed, i. e. all the 
Chriſtians in Rome; the Perſons whom the 
churches of Chriſt ſaluted, and whoſe obedi- 
ence and faith was come abroad to all men? 
ver. 16, 19. And who were exhorted to nate 
and admoniſb that man, who obeyed not the 
apoſtolic doctrine, 2 The. xiv. 15. and to 
wthiraw themſelves from every brother 
that walked diforderly, ver. 6. but the 

Brethren likewiſe, among whom St. Paul 
bebav'd not himſelf diforderly ; and whom he 
commanded nat to be weary in well-doing e 
that is, the Church of the Theſſalonians, or 
all the Chriſtians in Theſſalonica.——But if 
| ſhould grant you, (tho* the contrary be 
K moſt 
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moſt evident) that by the Brethren were 
meant the Miniſters of the Church, this 
conceſſion would be of very little advantage 
to you ; becauſe as in neither of the paſſages 
referr'd to, the advice is directed to a fingle 
perſon, it muſt either be allow'd that there 
were more Biſhops than one [at the ſame 
tune] in the Churches of Theſalmica 
Rome, and Corinth, as it is expreſlly faid 
(Acts xx. 28.) that there were in the 
Church of Epheſus ; or if that be deny'd, 
you will be forc'd to admit another conſe- 
quence more directly repugnant to what you 
have advanc'd, and that is, that Presbyter: 
or Elders were always by St. Paul join'd 
with the Biſhop for admoniſhing offenders, 
and rejecting them from Chriſtian Commu- 
nion; and conſequently that admonitionand I 
rejection did not, as you affirm, ſpectally can 
cern the office of a Biſhop. 

What Chriſtian purpoſes your notion of | 
Hereſy may ſerve, I know not; but this ap- 
pears plainly enough, that it is directly cal- 
culated to eſtabliſh the Dominion and Iv: | 
DEPENDENCY of the Church. A brief review 
of the ſeveral parts of it will demonſtrate | 
this, and ſet it before the reader in a cleat 


and ſtrong light. — Every one (according te 
your 
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your account) is a heretic that departs from 
the faith; what that faith is, to depart from 
which denominates a man a heretic, the 
Grernours of particular Churches are left 
to determine themſelves ;——they are the 
onLy OFFICERS inveſted with authority to 
aunoniſb and reef? Heretics —In ſhort, 
they are ſupreme Fudges in caſes of hereſy, 
ind, for any thing, Sir, that you have as 
et thought fit to intimate, accountable, for 
their own departings from the faith, to none. 
And all thoſe [be they KINGS, or 
PRINCES, or of whatever RANK or CHA- 
RACTER] that ſhall appear to theſe miniſters 
if Chriſt, to have departed from the faith, muſt 
by them be treated as HERETICS, 7. e. be 
ExcoMMUNICATED. And whenever the 
people have been brought to revere and 
ſand in awe of this hereticating power, and 
to conceive a proper reſentment againſt He- 
RETICAL and EXCOMMUNICATED Princes ; 
has been found to be a matter of no great 
Wculty to eſtabliſh an Aso UrE and Ix- 
*PENDENT authority in the Church, op- 
Fretiive and fatal to Civil Government. 

| muſt now beg leave to recapitulate and 
preſent to the reader, in one view, the points 
ich you have either evaded, or left with- 

| K 2 out 
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out attempting an anſwer, or taken for 
granted without the leaſt ſhadow of proce. 
tho' they are eſſential points by which the 
whole queſtion muſt be decided; and ſome q 
them are the chief ſupports of my notion of He. 
reſy, others the foundation on-which your oz 
is rais'd, and the baſis of all your reaſoning, 
And (1*) whereas I have argued, that when 
St. Paul ſays a Heretic ſinneth, he muſt mea 
that his error is voluntary, and ſprings e. 
ther from corrupt principles, or an ill inten. 
tion, becauſe fin, in the very nature of it, 
implies ſome fault in the ; and errors cf 
the underſtanding, conſider d in themfelve; 
are not criminal: To his you have given 
no reply. Again, whereas I have urg'd, that 
St. Paul's advice to Titus, not to inſtruct 
but admoni/h a Heretic, muſt neceſſarily ſup- 
poſe that he is a wigful offender, who has 
it in his own power to reform his errors, 
and that admonition in caſes of mere intel 
lectual error is abſurd and ridiculous — Ti! 
you have entirely evaded :—and where 
I have produc'd the words of the ſame 4. 
poſtle, in which he expreſsly declares, that 
Hereſy is the cork of the fleſh——Upon th: 
likewiſe, you have not thought fit to explain 


your ſelf. 
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Let us turn now to your cw" fide of the 


queſtion, and there we ſhall find the ſame 
notorious and capital defects. You have 


not prov'd, that an exhortation given to 
Titus, in a Letter directed to him only, e- 


qually concerns all the Miniſters of Chriſt, 


or all Church-Governours.— You have not 
prov'd, that the power of judging in all 
caſes of Hereſy is a ſanding power, which 
Chriſt intended and ordain'd, or the Apoſtles 
directed, ſhould be exercis'd in every age of 
the Church; — Vou have not prov'd, that 
he is a Heretic in the ſenſe of Scripture, 
who departs from the faith, whether with 
knowledge or againſt knowledge, whether 


ſincerely or infincerely ; tho' *tis upon this 


principle, that you have advanc'd, at beſt 
a remote and unuſual, but, I think, I have 
ſhewn it to be a ffraind and unnatural, in- 
terpretation of auroxaTzxpiros Or ſelf-con- 
lewned ; againſt the literal and obvious ſenſe 
of it. The reader will eaſily recollect all 
the inſtances I have mention'd ; and will, 
coubtleſs, think, upon conſidering this ſhort 
ixetch of your omiſſions and defects in points 
ot principal moment, that you muſt have 
the trouble, once more, of reſuming the do- 
Pate as it were de novo, before you can con- 

| fute - 
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fute my account of Hereſy ; or eſtabliſt 


your own. 

In the concluſion of your Letter you have 
given me three cautions, and the laſt is this 
Let me not be charg'd with being for perk. 
cation, T intend as from my ſelf, Sir, to 
charge you with nothing of this kind, Your 
notions about Church power, and the man- 
ner in which Heretics, or all who depart 
from the public faith, are to be treated by 
the church, are r:gorous, and ſevere ; but 
whether they are oppreſſive, or, in any de- 
gree, perſecuting principles, I leave the world 
to judge. I do not charge you with being at 
preſent for perſecution; nor ſhall I charge you 
with having ever been for perſecution, — 
Only remember, that the CHURCH may 
perſecute as well as the CIVIL Macis- 
TRATE:————And let the following very 
remarkable paſſages in your Polemical Trac, 
determine and point out your character 
« * With regard to PENAL Laws my opi- 
« nion is, that all Laws of this ſort which 
« jnflict either death, or torture, or baniſh- 
« ment, or impriſonment, ought in this 
* caſe to be laid aſide: But then as to pe- 
e cuniary Mulcts, 1 do not think that they 

e ought 


Polemical Tracts, Eſſay concerning Civil Government. 
P. 84, 85, 93. 
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« ought wholly and abſolutely to be diſ- 
« carded. Under this head then I lay down 
« the following poſition, viz. that ſuch pe- 


« cuniary Mul#s as will be both the trial 
and the indulgence of the ſincerity of men, 
« 4. e. ſuch as will prevail upon no ſerious 
« and ſober perſon to join in the National 
« way of worſhip againſt his Conference; and 


at the ſame time will, in a greater degree, 


« or in a leſs, be ſufficient to Hinder thoſe 
from ſeparating, whom no real ſeruple of 
« Conſcience obliges ſo to do; may /atofelly 
be impoſed by the Civil Magiſtrato.. 
„Let us ſuppoſe a Law made to this or 


© ſome ſuch effect, that every perſon who 


does not think fit to conform to the Na- 
tional Religion, ſhould be oblig'd to enter 
* his name in ſome public regiſter; and 


that ſo many Pounds as he is rated to the 


King, ſo many ſixpences (or any other 


Vn you like better) he ſhould pay yearly 


as a tribute for his liberty. — A man has 
* a mind, we'll fay, to leave his pariſh 
* Church, and go to a conventicle. The 
* law allows it him, paying only ſuch 4 
Cam poſition for his Liberty. — This is 
© what J have to offer to juſtify the Law- 
fulneſs of pxgcuntary MuLcTs. If any, 

2 « ſetting 


72 A LETTER 70 Dr. Stebbing, 


« ſetting theſe aſide, had rather ſtop at . 
* gative diſcouragements; J have only this 
e to ſay, that PECUNIARY Morcrs hay 
a more General Influence; and, (ſuppo. 
e ſing them proportion d as they ought to bi 
ce will be attended with u worſe conſequences, 
If the reader ſhall think, that by recon. 
mending the Mahometan maxim, of raiſing 
contributions on all that diſſent from the 
eſtabliſh'd religion, you have given full proof 
againſt yourſelf, that you once eſpouſed per. 
ſecuting principles; he will be apt to enter. 
tain, notwithſtanding all your cautions, the 
fame bad opinion of the principles you 2 
hold; unleſs theſe juſtly obnoxious pallages 
are publicly retracted. 


Jam, 
SIR, 
Nurs, SC. 


July 26, 1735 | 
— JAMES FOSTER 
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